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I t e m  1 

USEPA opened w i t h  a discussion o f  the planned Thursday, March 14 meeting. USEPA 
stated they had high expectat ions o f  the upcoming meeting r e l a t i v e  t o  r a i s i n g  
some o f  the issues on the p r o j e c t  t o  senior management f o r  reso lu t i on .  

I tem 2 

DOE i d e n t i f i e d  t h a t  they were not  prepared t o  issue a technica l  p o s i t i o n  r e l a t i v e  
t o  OU2 comments (by USEPA and OEPA) concerning Risk Assessment and Remedial 
Act ion Goals. DOE s tated t h a t  a FS Work Plan Addenda w i l l  be issued t o  i d e n t i f y  
the DOE p o s i t i o n  on these matters. DOE stated they would not  be prepared t o  
address any o f  the s p e c i f i c  comments deal ing w i th  these issues. USEPA concurred 
w i t h  t h i s  p o s i t i o n - b u t  voiced concern as t o  possible delays t h i s  p o s i t i o n  may 
cause t o  the program. USEPA s tated they have issued t h e i r  w r i t t e n  p o s i t i o n  o f  the 
issues i n  the f o r m  o f  comments, and now they need t o  know DOE's pos i t i on .  

Item 3 

DOE/WMCO/ASI/IT walked through a l l  remaining OEPA and USEPA comments outside o f  
I t e m  2 above on the OU2 I S A  REPORT. Speci f ic  resolut ions were i d e n t i f i e d  t o  each 
o f  these i tems. 

I t e m  4 

Discussion centered on avenue t o  cessation o f  the dispute process f o r  the OU2 I S A  
Report. While DOE can address the issues discussed w i t h i n  the  CA timeframe, r i s k  
issues were not  discussed; and therefore, the dispute process w i l l  continue. The 
present course _ w i l l  r eau i re  e levat ion t o  a formal dispute on 3/18. EPA was 
concerned as they d i d  not  know DOE's pos i t i on  regarding the remaining comments; 
and therefore,  USEPA would have a d i f f i c u l t  t i m e  s t a t i n g  the basis f o r  the 
d i  spute. 
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DOE proposed s e t t l i n g  t h e  d ispute  now through d e l e t i o n / r e v i s i o n  o f  t h e  p o r t i o n s  
o f  t h e  I S A  r e p o r t  causing d ispute.  DOE proposed t o  reso lve  t h e  comments i n  t h i s  
manner and e s t a b l i s h  a schedule f o r  issuance o f  t h e  proposed FS Work Plan 
Addendum. 

DOE proposed s p e c i f i c  changes t o  t h e  I S A  r e p o r t  i n c l u d i n g  d e l e t i o n  o f  sec t ions  
on pathway modeling and base1 i n e  r i s k  assessment and t h e  e l i m i n a t i o n  o f  s p e c i f i c  
d e t a i l  from proposed remedial a c t i o n  ob jec t ives .  DOE s ta ted  these changes would 
n o t  impact t h e  ISA..results and were cons is ten t  wi th t h e  NCP and guidance. USEPA 
committed t o  meet separate ly  w i t h  OEPA and g e t  back w i t h  DOE (J. Craig) on 
Wednesday, March 13, 1991. DOE concurred w i t h  t h i s  p o s i t i o n .  

I tem 5 

Discussion centered on Removal Act ions;  s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  r e s o l u t i o n  o f  
comments/issues regard ing  Plant  1 Pad and Waste P i t  Runoff Contro l .  The issue 
of con ten t ion  was the  se lec t  use o f  QAPP pro toco ls  and procedures f o r  a l l  
sampling t o  support t he  removal ac t ion .  DOE requested an exception t o  t h i s  
p o s i t i o n  t o  pe rm i t  pre-excavation samples t o  be analyzed a t  a non-QAPP lab .  EPA 
concurred w i t h  t h i s  request w i t h  the  c o n d i t i o n  t h a t  t he  RI /FS  con t rac to r  complete 
a QA su rve i l l ance  o f  the  p r i o r  t o  use, w i t h  a copy o f  t h e  r e p o r t  t o  be forwarded 
USEPA. DOE concurred and then continued w i t h  a d iscuss ion  o f  t h e  s ta tus  and 
comment responses f o r  t h e  Plant 1 Pad Work Plan and t h e  Waste P i t  Runoff Work 
Plan. DOE walked EPA through t h e  sampling and ana lys is  process f o r  t he  removal. 
USEPA and OEPA v e r b a l l y  agreed w i t h  t h e  approach w i t h  two requirements. F i r s t ,  
they requested a summarization o f  s o i l  sampling data i n  t h e  area o f  t he  proposed 
excavated s o i l  s tockp i l e .  Second, USEPA requested DOE prov ide  a copy o f  t h e  a i r  
sampling p ro toco l  t o  be employed on t h e  p r o j e c t .  DOE concurred and s ta ted  they 
would proceed w i t h  sampling on both p ro jec ts .  

’ 

I tem 6 

USEPA prov ided verbal  concurrence t o  proceed w i t h  K-65 berm sampl i n g  . 
approval w i l l  be t ransmi t ted  t o  DOE s h o r t l y .  

Wr i t t en  

Act ions 

1. Communicate p o s i t i o n  regard ing acceptance o f  DOE proposed r e s o l u t i o n  t o  
t h e  d i s p u t e  on t h e  OU2 I S A  document. Responsible I n d i v i d u a l :  USEPA 

2. Complete QA su rve i l l ance  o f  NET Laborator ies.  Responsible I n d i v i d u a l :  9. 

3. Summarize s o i l  data from s t o c k p i l e  area. Responsible I n d i v i d u a l :  I. Diggs 

Skal ka 
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4. Provide USEPA w i t h  a i r  sampling procedure. Responsible I n d i v i d u a l :  S. S h i r l e y  

Submitted by: 
Dennis J. C a r r  
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